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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 
Claim Rejections • 35 USC §112 
Claims 9-11, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 9 recites the limitation "said sequential estimation filter" in lines 2-3. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
Claim 10-11, are rejected for incorporating the deficiencies of its dependent claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1,5, 7-8, 12-13,16, 19, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Rapoport et al. (U.S. Pub 20040130485). 

As to claims 1,13, Rapoport et al. disclose a method of locating position of a 



mobile receiver comprising: determining sets of satellite measurements with respect to 
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a plurality of satellites over a period of time (See paragraph 0042); detecting whether 
the mobile receiver is in a stationary condition over the period of time (See paragraph 
0002); computing a position of the mobile receiver using the sets of satellite 
measurements in response to detection of the stationary condition (See paragraphs 
0002, 0003). 

As to claim 5, Rapoport et al. disclose the computing step is performed at the 
mobile receiver (See paragraph 0003). 

As to claims 7-8, 16, Rapoport et al. disclose processing each of the sets of 
satellite measurements using a navigation model to generate a plurality of results and 
statistically processing the plurality of results to determine the position (See paragraphs 
0002, 0031). 

As to claims 12, 19, Rapoport et al. discloses estimating precise position of a 
stationary or moving object (See paragraph 0002; considered as motion measurement 
device that would measure position over a period of time). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C, 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 2-3, 6, 14-15, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Rapoport et al, (U.S. Pub 20040130485) in view of Gerecht (U.S. Pub 
20050014512). 

As to claims 2, 14, Rapoport et al. disclose all but fail to specifically disclose 
monitoring information received from a wireless communication network at the mobile 
receiver over a period of time. In an analogous art, Gerecht disclose techniques for 
generating position assistance information wherein it discloses wireless communication 
system (See abstract). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify the system of Rapoport et al. with that of Gerecht by 
monitoring information received from a wireless communication network in order to 
improve the ability of the subscriber to quickly and accurately identify its position. 

As to claims 3, 15, Rapoport et al. disclose moments of time (See paragraph 
0042) considered as plurality of timing advance values obtained at a respective plurality 
of times. 

As to claim 6, Rapoport et al. disclose all but fail to specifically disclose 
transmitting to a server in wireless communication with the mobile receiver and wherein 
the computing step is performed at the server. In an analogous art, Gerecht discloses 
wireless communication network wherein one of ordinary skill in the art would have 
server in the network for the wireless communication in order to improve the ability of 
the subscriber to quickly and accurately identify its position. 
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Claims 20-24, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rapoport et al. (U.S. Pub 20040130485) in view of Geier et al. (U.S. Pub 
20040239558). 

As to claims 20-24 Rapoport et al. disclose a method of locating position of a 
mobile receiver comprising: determining sets of satellite measurements with respect to 
a plurality of satellites over a period of time (See paragraph 0042); detecting whether 
the mobile receiver is in a stationary condition over the period of time (See paragraph 
0002); computing a position of the mobile receiver using the sets of satellite 
measurements in response to detection of the stationary condition (See paragraphs 
0002, 0003). Rapoport et al. disclose all but fail to specifically disclose monitoring 
information received from a wireless communication network at the mobile receiver over 
a period of time. In an analogous art, Geier disclose techniques for generating position 
assistance information wherein it discloses wireless communication system and kalman 
filter(See abstract; paragraph 0026). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to modify the system of Rapoport et al. with that of 
Geier et al. by monitoring information received from a wireless communication network 
and using kalman filter in order to improve the ability of the subscriber to quickly and 
accurately identify its position. 

Claims 17-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Rapoport et al. (U.S. Pub 20040130485) in view of Geier et al. (U.S. Pub 
20040239558). 
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As to claims 17-18, Rapoport et al. disclose all but fail to specifically disclose a 
sequential kalman filter In an analogous art, Geier disclose techniques for generating 
position assistance information wherein it discloses the use of kalman filter(See 
paragraph 0026). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify the system of Rapoport et al. with that of Geier et al. by 
using kalman filter in order to identify erroneous measurements used to compute the 
position solution. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 4 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

The prior art fails to disclose computing a difference between a maximum of a plurality 
of timing advance values and a minimum of the plurality of timing advance values; 
where the stationary condition is detected in response to the difference being within a 
threshold of zero. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-24 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground{s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry concerning this connmunication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Gertrude Arthur-Jeanglaude whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-6954. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:30 
a.m. to 6:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Thomas Black can be reached on (571) 272-6956. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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